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Please use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to'._t_he Department of Agriculture. Comments should be
received before November 18th. Alternatively, comments can be emailed to: Earl.Hance@maryland .gov- )
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Please use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regufations to the Department of Agriculture. Comments should be
received before November 18th. Alternatively, comments can be emailed to: Earl.Hance@maryland.gov.
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Please use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Depart:inent of Agriculture. Comments should be
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Please use the space helow to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Department of Agriculture. Comments should be
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Please use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Department of Agriculture. Comments should be
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Jo A. Mercer, E4.D,

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

October 19, 2013

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an

- organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers, In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the bepefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science

behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,

Signature W‘ %
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October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that ali Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers, In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,
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October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D,

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the

- exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

L urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,
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Please use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Department of Agriculture. Comments should be
recelved before November 18th. Alternatively, comments can be emailed to: Ear! Hance@maryland.gov.
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Please use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Departmenf of Agricutture, Comments should be
recelved before November 18th, Alternatively, comments can be emailed to: Earl.Hance@maryland.gov.
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Please use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Department of Agriculture. Comments should be
received before November 18th, Alternatively, comments can be emailed to: Earl.Hance@maryland.gov.
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October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, EA.D. _
Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairty
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nuirient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale requn'ed to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period! -

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
" in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

T urge you to dclay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science

behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic ferti lizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,

| @\ CJ g \o-1z ~ %
Signature
 Printed Name Andie s \f\/ Boé’\%\ - RECEIVED
Street Address 84;—07_- ‘c—\ﬂ\é,& Dr\\( e_ ocT 29 2013

Gy, State, Zip CLK \3\3%\’\,\_,_ k& D MD DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
‘) NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM

.ZL 8 04 ANNAPOLIS




October 19, 2013

- Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fail on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT: are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be,

1 urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thoiough testing of the science

behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fert1117_er that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,
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October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D.
Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy
Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of pouliry litter as an
' organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with réplacing litter as a nuirient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, pouliry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the -
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

incerely, J,W ﬁdé/ ves ‘ | "
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October 19, 2013

Jo A, Mercer, EA.D.

Administrator, Nuirient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists fo take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale requlre:d to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not fea31ble period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tocls to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I mge you to deléy the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,

A AL,
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October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D. .

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management'plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers, In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the

~ PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmaxva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable mvestments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,

o

Signature .
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QOctober 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D.

Administrator, Nufrient Management Program
. Maryland Department of Agnculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments

in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental

effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The

PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
“wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and .
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincereiy, | . \ '
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—ﬁmmw** 7 . RECEIVED

Clt'ys State,ZlP .pl"':’_ Sad “&, N, &_.l FS5E UCT 22 Z[H?J

TURE
MD DE‘PARTME‘\!T OIT'\}‘ %S]%Igé%(;mm
NUTRIENT M AN i\ L



Please use the space below td send comments regarding the PMT regdlations to the Department of Agriculture. Comments shoulc be
received before November 18th. Alternatively, comments tan be emailed to: Earl.Hance@maryland.gav.
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Please use the space below 10 send comments regarding the PMT regulations td the Department of Agriculture. Comments should be
received before November 18th. Alternativefy, ¢6ments can be emailed te: Earl Hance@maryland.gov.
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Please use ;}ge}s'ﬁa;e below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Department of Agriculture. Comments should be
received before Navember 18th. Alternatively, comments can be emailed to: Earl.Hance@maryland.gov.
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Please use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Department of Agriculture. Comments should be

received hefore November 18th. Alternatively, comments can be emailed to: Earl.Hance@maryland.gov.
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October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, E4.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

- 50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

[ am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly ™
- burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an

organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders, While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, penod'

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

L urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

. Sincerely,

Signature
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Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D.
Administrator, Nutrient Management Program

Maryland Department of Agricuiture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy
Annapolis, MD 21401

October 19, 2013

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

1 am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that ail Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handie the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of pouliry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils,

Sincerely, :
4 Z/%é)
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October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D.
Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture
- 50 Harry S Truman Pkwy
Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the reqmrements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time-for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,

Signature j‘]{ﬂu : :
Printed Name /)/ /F/ﬁ/ﬂ USAES  RECEIVED
Steeet Address 27539 A/Amam/e’ Ay. | 0CT 28 2013

C].f.'y, State, Zip 464 Lis 8uRY, Mo 2180/ © ‘MD DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
ANNAPOLIS



@

Jo A. Mercer, EA.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
~ Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Troman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

October 19, 2013

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

1 urge-you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,

o{&ésQw W (‘(?)66"4-5
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October 19, 2013

Jo A, Mercer, EA.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program . | RECEIVED

Maryland Department of Agriculture ‘

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy 0CT 23 2013

Annapolis, MD 21401 _ , MD DEPARTMENT GF AGRICULTURE
NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM

Dear Mrs. Mercer, ANNAPOLIS

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requiren at all Maryland nufrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phogph anagement Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
- burden farm operations in y limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release-feffilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an '
ercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
. costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
elmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

Turge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Do D Marcest

T wmfwﬁ‘mﬁwm%#;%
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‘October 19, 2013

Jo A, Mercer, E4.D. _
Administrator, Nutrient Management Program

~ Maryland Department of Agnculturc

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy
Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,
I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans

utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an

- organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry kitter with an

equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transporf program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period! |

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

T urge you to delay the i_mplementatioﬁ_ of the new PMT to enable ihoro_ﬁgh testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,
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October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, EA.D,

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nuirient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production, The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be ouﬂawed on most soils.

Sincerely,

%mjn (Al
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October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, E4.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,
I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nufrient management plans

utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an

* organic, slow release fertilizer, The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an

equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers, In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus.the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the |
PMT are not feas1b1e period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,
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October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mexcer, EA.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
~ Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
- organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale requn‘ed to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, penod'

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management {ools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

[ urge you fo delay the implemcntaﬁon of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science

behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils. .

Sincerely,

Signatare Lo <

Printed Name Z /- v J 7. A 79,&/
Street Address T Aeclea ﬂﬂ—w

City, State, Zip_ ,§/, beey, M2 218¢

RECEIVED
0CT 232013

MENT OF AGRICULTURE
m \GEME'NT PROGRAM
ANNAPOLIS

MD DEPART
NUTRIENT M



. ' ‘ . Oectober 19, 2013

Jo A, Mercer, E4.D. :

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
- Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs, Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an

- organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source wiil place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil bealth and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science

behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Smcerely,

frase Callosng ™
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Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D,
Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

‘ 50 Harry S Truman Pkwy
Y Annapolis, MD 21401

October 19, 2013

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

1 am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source-will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

T urge you to delay the lmplementatlon of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses.to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Siﬁcerely,

Signature @v Qy M%
Printed Name R[},Qﬁﬁ@_ ﬂ b, lllws : - RECEIVED -

Street Address 9933% Youc mﬂhz% 0CT 2 3 2083

 MD DEPARTN‘EN 7 OF AGRICULTURE
C1ty, State, le Tl) d [ %6 NUTRIENT MAN A GEMENT PROGRAM
ANIAPOLIS
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Jo A, Mercer, EA.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

October 19, 2013

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly

~ burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing pouliry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists 1o take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments -
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be,

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science -
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and -
cost effective replacements for organic fertlhzer that will be outlawed on most soils. |

s Mateer, ‘

sperreat
A oriir ord; ey ‘Cﬁﬂﬂnf*@wm ?%e/ Waew ProTE
'F it Me"’ ﬁj,/g}w‘pwmmﬂ»b mMWM

Signature @ Ve ‘ #M‘) @%M e
Printed Name 0 .n-»ﬂ o~ ; M

Street Address ¢ 20 %@M M ﬂ i
Clty’ State: le PW% % 41/ @Wﬁ

Sincerely,

RECEIVED
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MD DEPARTAMENT OF AGRIC ULTURE
NUTRIENT VIANAGEMENT PROGRAM



2Ty

October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely, _ . | )
Signature | '

Printed Name .

Street Address ROBERT M, DAVIS - RECEIVED
City, State, Zip ‘ PARSONSBURG MD 2149 . | 0CT 2 3 2013

MD DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
ANNAPOLIS
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October 19, 2013

Jo A, Mercer, Ed.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

1 am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on thelr shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scaIe required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, penod?

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

T urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science

behind the tool, give time for alternative usés to develop, and for farmers to.find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Slgnature

Printed Nmeﬂw&i
swo s 274 06_OCEANGHTEWS) RECEIVED
0CT 2 3 2013

City, State, Zip E M / L?O MD DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
ANRAPOLIS

Sincerely,



October 19, 2013

Jo A, Mercer, E4.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy -

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be,

T urge you to delay the‘i‘mplementat_ion of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,

Signature

Printed Name_ £ AURENCE Townssno Tie.

Street Address 3'3?4'4- V. Diree Rd. o RECEIVED
City, State, Zip SA):‘SBun.}.; d. 21504 OCT 282013

MD DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
ANNAPOLIS




October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of menure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale reqmred to satlsfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

'Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure manageinent tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while niaximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for faxmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincei'ely,

Signature

Printed Name 5 J'1 l -r-*!'e_,u[' —ﬁ:w 1 %&mo{ '
Street Address 32 7 F 4 MT. Oliive Al RECEIVED
City, State, Zip .SO/[fSLu_-ru]f_ , f{\ol j__[.god 0CT 232013

MD DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
ANNAPOLIS
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Please use the space below to senc comments regarding the #MT regulations to the Department of Agriculture. Comiments should be
received before November 18th. Alternatively, comments can be emailed to: Earl.Hance@maryland..gov.
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Please use the spaﬁe below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Department of Agriculture. Comments should be

received before November 18th, Afternatively, comments can be emailed to: Earl. Hance@maryland.gov.
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- Jo A, Mercer, EA.D.
Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry 8§ Truman Plewy
Annapolis, MD 2140%

October 19, 2013

Dear Mrs, Mercer, |

[ am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland puirient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly

~ burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization wil]
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the tmcking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period! ‘
Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of potltry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science

behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,

WCE

Signature

Printed Name Qb&‘al"\ F;b(' d ‘

Street Address 803 Cresshow ¢

City, State, Zip__ Sahsb;r:g MO 2090

RECEIVED
0CT 2 4 2613
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Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D. -

Administrator; Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

October 19, 2013

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

1 am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The )
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option

- currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. . While MDA argues-that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not

~ exist. Relocationrof poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

. Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be,

1 urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science

behind the tool, give time for altemative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,

Signature M
Printed Name_(Gfenn Stackl; T+ RECEIVED
Street Address _&Dlhﬁh&anunj_bbwz_&ad- 0CT 2 4 2013
. ) _ MD DEPARTMENT {IF AGR
City, State, prM&bLC}MJ_L.__-, NUTRIENT b4 ACEMENT L%%ngjri
ANNAPTIILIS ’
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October 19, 2013

e

Jo A, Mercer, Ed.D. -

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agnculture

50 Harry 8 Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Meréer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing pouliry litter with an -
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

. Delmarva farmiers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effectsof poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure Tesource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,

k_’)mcboﬁ pa«‘uﬂ

Signature ’P
rinted Name ra A : ar
o e 108 ] RECEIVED

: - )
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October 19, 2013

"~ Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D. . F
Administrator, Nutrient Management Program -

Maryland Department.of Agriculture

50 Harry 8 Truman Plwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing pouitry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 o $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing Iitter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be,

T urge you to delay the implementation of tﬁe new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science

behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,

Signature ?18 W ,
Printed NMBML&ML—_ RECEIVED

Street Address_Zz/7e PRIkreT DR OCT 2 4 2013
City, State, Zip mwp 2l re/ . | MD DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
ANNAPOLIS




October 19, 2013

-

Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D '
Administrator, Nutrient Management Program "
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Anpapolis, MDD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland mitrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly

_ burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organie, slow rejease fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs asseciated with replacing Jitter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manwre generated on their farms, thus the costs of remtilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argugs that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to sausfythe requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period! .

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manwre nyanagement tools to minjmize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitableand
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,.

Signature muiod% W, Yudsows
Printed Name udspn
OCT 24 2013

MD DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
ANNAPOLIS

City, Stm; Zip ?ﬂmm_- 22 13240




October 19, 2013

Annapolis, MDZMOI
- Dear Mirs, Mercer,

{ am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, aod untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly

. burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry kitter as an
orgamic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry Eiter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The .
mem:@mﬁuﬂmanﬁmmwﬂﬂmmmm
on Delmarva grain,progucers. In addition, pouliry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, ths the costs of reufilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the marmre transport program will handle the
mmmmmufnmme,ﬂwmhymﬁeMmuﬂoostmmpmdomt
exist. Relownmofpoumyhﬂmmthesedereqmredmmsfyﬁwmqmrmrmderthe
PMT dre not feasible, period!

DehnmfarmmmdMDAﬂnougheostshmemgmnshmmademdmabkmm
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry Hitter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these imvestments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the mamme resource proves  be.

Imgeyoumdday.ﬁehnﬂmmmimofﬂtmeMrmee‘ﬂ;amghmingofmemiﬂm
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suiteble and -
cost effective replacements for organic fertifizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

' Signature /7 :
Printed Neme 4B 4 /9 //0/50?\
Streot Address jygie ok, Aod RECEIVED

ity, State, Zip Pelns, pE. 19940 0CT 24 .2013
MD DEPARTMENT CF AGRICULTURE
NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
ANNAPOLIS
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i October 19, 2013

- Jo A, Mercer, E4.D. F
Administrator, Nutrient Management Program ;
Maryland Department of Agriculture
50 Harry 8 Trumen Plwy
Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

1 am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly

- burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management toels to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be,

T urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative usesto develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

'

Siﬁcercly-,

R B

prmeaname CelSee. F\dman - RECEIVED

ARMNAPOLIS

Street Address {LIgCaO E’a beon 72@ ' | UCT 242013
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- Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D. ' : L3
* Administrator, Nutrient Management Program -
Maryland Departroent of Agriculture
50 Harry S Truman Pkwy
Annepolis, MD 21401

October 19, 2013

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

1 am writing to oppose the upcoming reqmrement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly

. burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre, The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farmus, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the uitimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

T urge you to delay the impleméntation of the new PMT to ensble thorough testing of the science

behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,

//Lﬁ -RECEWED

Signatum ;
Printed: Nmne_é’énr/w A. //w/:,m . OCT 2 4 2413
Su'eetAddreSS 1493 fa,xu By | MD DEPARTMENT Ui- AGRICULTURE

NUTRIENT MAN AGEMENT PROGRAM
ANNAPOLIS

City, State, Zip_Dploane DE 1990 _




October 19, 2013

Jo A, Mercer, Ed.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agricilture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers, In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poiltry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil heaith and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay. the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for altemative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincémly,

Signature ML@MWGMO’V‘*
Printed Name Mi‘%ﬁﬂ Hugsen

Sweet Address (WA BoVer R - RECEIVED
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October 19, 2013

- Jo A. Mercer, E4.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry § Truman Plowy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

[ am 'writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
oiganic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing pouliry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers, In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. 'While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exporiation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist, Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments

in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental

effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investrnents
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

Turge you to delay the implernentation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacerments for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,

Mo"“_) L N Y]
Signature

PrinedNameSng,ggngf,}&. Dawtsd-
i RECEIVED

Street Address DD e A W [
: ) 0CT 24 2033
City, State, Zip_\WW\\as < W) 212 1M MD DEPARTH:E

NI UF AGRICULT
NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT PR O!-Ciéj.rl\i
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The Honorable Earl F. Hance o

Secretary of Agriculture | Vet 24 2073

Maryland Department of Agnculture ' gw .

Annapolis, MD 21401 SHN T DL o o
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Dear Secretary Hance:

We, the undersigned farmers and rural residents, would like to go on record in opposition to the
Phosphorus Management Tool/Nutrient Management regulation recently proposed by the Maryland
Department of Agriculture. We believe the economic impact of proposal on the poultry and grain farmers
in our region is too great. We request]thai you delay action on the PMT until the economic impact can be
accurately assessed and m.ltlga.ted and until meaningful discussions with affected farmers can be
conducted.
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S. B. FARMS, INC,

***************#********** Munfland
7010 Hynson Road
- Hurlock, Maryland 21643
Ph. 410-754-5821 e
Fax 410-754-5822 ' :
Email: bison95@wildblue.net -
10/25/13
ReCEIVE

Mr. Earl Hance, Secretary
Maryland Department of Agriculture 807 25 2013
50 Harry S. Truman Parkway : T

Annapolis, MD 21401 ‘ ;..';, EAE e or .
- OFFICE OF THE STCRETAR

RE: Phosphorus Management Tool

I am writing in opposition to the implementation of the proposed PMT. Following
is a list of reasons these regulations should not be implemented without much greater
research and analysis,

¢ The PMT uses “soil saturation” rather than “crop removal” as a measure to

determine if a famer can apply P. — Question - how are results of this shift going
~ to be measured? How will this affect crop production?

e The PMT was developed to control the use of organic manure — mostly chicken
manure. It is estimated the PMT will disallow the use of 250 thousand tons of
chicken manure on at least 100,000 acres on the Lower Shore alone.

Question: Where will all of this manure go? At 24 tons per load with a transport
cost share of $2.66 / ton it is not cost effective to haul to other regions. Also it
would take about 28 loads / day, every day of the year to move it all.

Question: By not allowing the use of chicken manure, farms will have to
purchase commercial N at an estimate cost of $75 / acre. That amounts to $7.5
million on only 100,000 acres. Why wasn’t a cost / benefit analysis completed to
show the additional costs to the state’s ag community?

¢ Organic manure N is slow release as compared to commercial N. This slow
release allows the crop to use it throughout the growing season and has a positive
25% - 30% effect on yield, No analysis has been done on the overall impact to the
Bay of substituting commercial water-soluble nitrogen for the slow-release
organic nitrogen currently used. In a wet spring, like the one experienced in 2013,



we could end up with a nitrogen impact on the Bay in the effort to limit

Phosphorus under the new tool.

Many producers use organic manure on certified organic crop land. If the FIV is

150 or greater the producer can no longer use manure and will have to purchase
_comimercial fertilizer — thereby losing their organic certification.

The University of Maryland presented MDA with 4 options to provide research

for the PMT regulations. A (in depth) - $351.7+ thousand over a 3 year period, B

(mediocre) - $334.3+ thousand over a 2+ year period, C (bare bones)- $140.8+

thousand over a 2 year period or D(tu'ne table driven) - $80.5 thousand over an 8
" month period. MDA opted for option D.
Question: Why was the shortest (time table driven) research period chosen‘7 Why '
was the PMT a rushed program all the way thru? Why was the PMT pushed thru
under “emergency enactment™? Was all of this done to “fit” someone’s timeline?
Why weren’t these proposed regulations routed thru the normal legislative
process? This would have allowed expert testimony, rebuttal, public comment,
discussion, cost analysis, funding considerations, etc.
A regional committee is expected to be formed to create a PMT for the
Chesapeake Bay watershed region. However, the proposed phosphorous savings
will not be included in the next version of EPA’s TMDL database until 2017.
Question: How will anyone know if the PMT is working? Why enforce this now
~ why not wait until the data can be included in the database so Maryland farmers
can get credit for it?

All of these questions and concerns need to be addressed and the best avenue for
this to happen is to present the proposed PMT regulations to the Maryland

legislature. This will assure all facets, including cost analysis, will be conducted to

determine the true cost and value of these proposed regulations, The farming
- community is extremely concerned about our continued viability in light of these
proposed regulations. The anticipated additional costs to farmers for cleanout,
replacement fertilizer or new equipment could mean the difference between
making a mortgage payment or not. Between failure of a business or not.
Implementation without additional time to plan will have a meaningful and
negative impact on the economy of the entire eastern shore.

Wm. J. Edwards,

Wm. J. Edwards
President, S. B. Farms
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ecretary Farl D. Hance

Maryland Department of Agriculture - : 0CT 29 2013
50 Harry S Truman Parkway
Annapolis, Maryland 21841 OEFICE O}. -!- E S" i\ TAnY

Dear Secretary Hance:

] am a poultry farmer who lives in Somerset County MD. and I am extremely concerned about the
Maryland Department of Agriculture’s proposed regulation related to the Phosphorus Management Tool.

My first fear is that the proposed regulation, which will have huge impacts on the state’s agricultural
community, is based on incomplete research, The University of Maryland researchers have stated that their
work is not done, yet the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears to be political reasons.
Rather than being. focused on how to support and improve the agricultural community, the department seems
more concerned with appeasing the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland
was lagging in achieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts
would be needed, but as you have stated, we are at 130% of the goal. That’s an accomplishment that seems to

~ be lost on Governor O’Malley, the Maryland Department of Agriculture, and the EPA,

Allowmg an extended and orderly phase-in of the implementation date of the Phosphorous Management

Tool will cause no environmental harm. For decades, the scientific and regulatory community told farmers not
to worry about appllcatlons of phosphorus to the scnl because unless the soil moved, the phosphorus would not
MOVE. Recently, that thlnkmg changed and farmers began applying manures based upon their phosphorus
content. The phosphorus levels in soils'and waters were achieved over decades and will not be corrected for
decades; evenA if this néw regulation changes manure application procedures in 2015, Waiting a few more years
to allow for an orderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the
agricultural community to adjust and make required changes. Additionally, we saw firsthand how difficult and
time consuming it was for Maryland CAFQ farmers to obtain a Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and
to think the conservation districts, the University of Maryland Extension, and/or pnvate consultants can do

" enough side-by-side Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide
“valid results does not seem feasible.

Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate implementation of this regulation. First and
foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such
financial hardships on farm families when no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done?

Chicken Farms _

* Denied the ability to use manure, a locally produced organic fertilizer, on their own crops, some chicken
farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already own. That will
have a negative economic impact on the chicken growers.

¢ Chicken growers who have been selhng their manure to other famlers may no longer have customers,

~ thus a loss of income.
"o Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with'manure removed from the farm
without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and: transport the manure since the
: cleamng/transportmg company may not be ableé to selI the manure to make a profit and cover the costs of
‘cleaninig/transporting.

e Even if the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers’ responsibility to

transport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers. :



e If the value of manure is lost, then alternative use companies might start charging a fee to accept
manure, much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any alternative use companies start operating, and
nothing of any magnitude appears to be on the horizon, they might charge a disposal fee instead of
buying manure or accepting it for free.

Crop Farmers

e Denied the abilily to use manure on their crops, crop farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to
replace chicken manure that they have been using.

» Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have to buy or rent commercial
fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business.

s Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough applicators or
equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow timely fertilizer applications. Increased
demand in services will allow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for crop farmers.

e 'While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in animal
manure will help grow a larger crop. If yields are lessened due to the loss of organic material and
micronutrients, then farmer income will diminigh. -

* Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most likely have to alter their business plans in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requiring new
expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yields.

e Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as a result of losing poultry litter’s
organic material that helps build up the soil’s moisture retaining capabilities.

Once this regulation is in effect, as it appears it will be and contrary to the wishes of many in the
agricultural community, there will be many negative effects to the farming community, individuals like me, and
the entire state of Maryland without noticeable improvements in water quality.

Please, slow this down. Allow the scientific research to be completed and then allow an orderly phase-
in much as the game-changing Water Quality Improvement Act of 1998 allowed a phase-in period. Without
alternative uses of manure and cost effective replacements for this soon-to-be lost organic fertilizer, tremendous
harm will come to the state of Maryland without improving the environment.

Respectfully yours,

(i Tl 77
Clifton G. Taylof II1
Marion Station ,MD,
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Plaase use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Department of Agriculture. Comments should be

recgive;i hefore November 18th. Alernatively, comments can be emailed to: Earl.Hance@maryland.gov.
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Please use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Department of Agriculture. Comments should be
received before November 18th. Alternatively, comments can be emailed to: Earl. Hance@maryland.gov.
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Please use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Department of Agriculture, Comments should be
received before November 18th:Atiematively, comments can be emalled to: Earl.Hance@maryland.gov.
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October 19 2013

To: Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D,

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkway

Dear Dr, Mercer, .

Regarding the use of a new Phosphorus Management Tool, it is my understanding
it is untested, or at least needs more testing prior to real-time utilization. Here
on the DelMarVa, farmers know and understand how to properly manage chicken
litter, utilizing it as a truly natural, organic form of fertilizer. Why would the
Maryland Department of Agriculture advocate limiting its use and allow (or force)
the agriculture community to purchase commercial grades of fertilizer?

I cannot speak to the availability of trucking resources, but we found-out very
early, shipping it out via rail has limitations and hidden cost much like all
transportation methods. |

We do know Maryland agricuiture has led the way nationwide in all feading
indicators of soil conservation and preservation, as well as proper nutrient usage.
Nutrient management has been on the forefront of the Maryland ag scene for a
very long time, and we know Maryland has made huge steps in reducing and
eliminating phosphorus overloads, and everyone has benefited from the cost
share programs. '

Please work closely with the grass root level organization Maryland Farm Bureau

prior to implementation of the new tool. =
Sincerely
1o (o
Milt Catlin -
725 Main Street RECEIVED
Sharptown MD 21861. ' : 0CT 2 5 2013
' %QrRD;‘EEf;?ﬁxENT OF AGRICULTURE

NAGEMENT PROGRA?
AN AROLIC GRAM




Qctober 19,2013

- Jo A Mercer, EdD. - E
Administrator, Nutrient Management Program’ B

Maryland Department, of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am ‘writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that al! Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Délmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists 1o take the manure generated on thefr farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale requited to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of potltry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure rescurce proves to be.

1 urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,
Signal

ot
Printed Name

Stre¢t Address ALY & ' RECEI] VED

City, State, Zip_%%_@/g (o 0CT 252013

MD DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
ANNAPOLIS
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Please use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Department of Agriculture. Comments shoufd be
recelved before November 18th, Alternatively, comments can be emailed to: Earl. Hance@maryland.gov.
Dear Secretary Hance:
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Sincerely,

Name:

Address: ' /\

Phone: \\
Email:




Eastern Shore Forest Products, Inc.
% B 3667 St. Lukes Rd. %
Salisbury, MD 21804

(410) 742-5540
(410) 548-7136 Fax

10/25/2013

Dear Mr. Hance,

I am writing you for the first time ever in the more than 30 years of domg business on the
Eastern Shore of Maryland. I am the owner of Eastern Shore Forest Products, Inc., a small forest
products business with 65 employees. We directly contribute approximately $20 mm annually to
the economy of Maryland. ,

The main reason for my letter today is to voice concern about the proposed use of the
Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT) and the likely devastating effect on the local and state
economy. A full one third of my companies revenues come from directly supplying wood
products to the poultry industry,

Removing the ability to use organic Fertilizer (Poultry Litter) on the shore’s cropland would be
devastating to the poultry segment which would ultimately have a domino effect on the entire
Eastern Shore economy from grain farming to employment to allied industries.

I know that there is pressure from environmentalist to basically,”Deo something even if it’s
wrong” and unfortunately, here in Maryland we have a bad habit of following just such advice.
If the science conclusively shows that utilizing the current nutrient management tools and
conservation practices are not sufficient, and I do not believe we have sufficiently proven that
this is the case, then we must develop a plan to do a better job.

Should it be sufficiently proven in the future, through sound science, that poultry litter use must
be curtailed, at that time, before we should pass any laws governing its use, we must have sound
solutions in hand. Simply mandating that a large swath of the Lower eastern Shore be basically
banned from applying litter without firm solutions in hand for economically dealing with the
newly created surplus is just plain absurd. . .

Having been in business for 34 years I have learned that it is unreasonable for me to ask any of
my good people to do a task when [ have not figured out ahead of time, what tools and training
they would need to accomplish the task. I also cannot expect good results if my people are told to
do something without them understanding why we are doing it and to have a voice and buy in, in
the decision. While I can get results thought the “Because I Said So!™ approach, those results
would not be efficient, long lasting or pleasant for anyone involved.

I believe we need to work together to find muitiple solutions to the concemns of the
environmental community, which by the way is actually to a large degree, the farming



community and use sound, unquestionable science to determine if these concerns are even valid
in the first place. We cannot do justice to the people of this state if we make decisions to appease
a certain group of lobbyist and environmentalist, then drag the Agricultural community through
the mud of the regulations, basically, kicking and screaming.

Solutions: ‘

At this point, we need to step back and focus on the science and make sure that all parties agree
to a problem even existing in the first place. Once it is determined there is an actual problem, all
stakeholders must come together and agree on solutions to that problem.

I believe that no one is better prepared to solve industries problems than the industry itself. We
are on the ground so to speak and understand what can and cannot work, as well as the potential
implications beyond just the original problem, The wrong approach to the issue could have
consequences that far outweigh the original problem.

A strong, financially viable industry is paramount to getting proper solutions in place. Laws
passed without solutions serve only to weaken an industry and a community, which in tum
makes it even more difficult to reach solutions. _

It seems that whenever an issue arises and there is the smell of forced money in the air, we are
inundated by folks with a solution to our problem. They seem sometimes to be like the
proverbial sharks smellmg blood in the water., Unfortunately what many of these so calied
solution providers lack is an understanding ofour industry and what can reasonably be done. It
seems that the only problem some of these fo]ks plan to solve is their own money problems or
the lack thereof

One such solution I hear much about is the mass burning of poultry litter. While most of the
world 15 concentrating on turning energy into fertilizer in order to feed their people. We are
trying to turn good quality organic fertilizer mto energy. This is not only crazy it should be
embarrassing!

I have a hard time getting past the fact that we have this wonderful organic source of fertitizer
readily available, and our state wants to mandate that we dispose of it and use some chemical
fertilizer instead. Where on earth is the science that backs this?

Mr. Hance, I have always thought that the ofﬁce of the Secretary of Agriculture was in place to
be the voice of Agriculture in our state and to provxde guidance to our elected officials. Please
be the reasonable voice of Maryland Agriculture, stand up for the facts and clearly point out the
areas that are lacking facts. We need to absohutely be sure of the science and have solutions in
hand before we force anymore regulation on the Agriculture community.

Respectfully,

ety
/_’%\
Tom Jéhnson

President _
Eastern Shore Forest Products, Inc.



